UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-1176

CHRI STCS D. DEDES,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

and

CHRI STOS D. DEDES, as Legal Custodian for his
children Quincy Sophia Dedes and Dionysios
Christos  Dedes; ALL  PARENTS SIM LARLY
S| TUATED,

Plaintiffs,

ver sus

ROSVELL PAGE; JOHN O BRI ON; MURRAY J. JANUS;
SYLVI A CLUTE; DONALD LEMONS; ALFRED SHI LLI NG
DANIEL T. BALFOUR;, MELVIN R HUGHES, Judge,
Judge of the Circuit Court in the Cty of
Ri chnmond; RICHARD L. W LLI AMS, Judge, Judge of
the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Virginia,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Richnond. Robert R Merhige, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CA-94-186-3)

Submtted: April 30, 1998 Deci ded: June 2, 1998



Before WDENER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and HALL, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Christos D. Dedes, Appellant Pro Se. Janes Watson Morris, I11,
MORRI S & MORRI S, Ri chnond, Virginia; John Henry O Brion, Jr., COMN
& ONEN, P.C., Richnond, Virginia; Miurray Joseph Janus, BREMN\ER,
JANUS & COOK, Ri chnmond, Virginia; Sylvia Lanabeth Clute, R chnond,
Virginia; Alfred Louis Shilling, Richnond, Virginia; Daniel T.
Bal f our, BEALE, BALFOUR, DAVI DSON, ETHERI NGTON & PARKER, Ri chnond,
Virginia; Robert WIIliamJaspen, OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTOR-
NEY, Richnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court's order awardi ng Fed. R
Civ. P. 11 sanctions to vari ous Defendants in this action. W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Dedes v. Page, No. CA-94-186-3 (E.D. Va. Jan. 2,

1997). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the
court and argunment woul d not ai d the deci sional process. The notion
for nonetary damages and to disbar M J. Janus is denied, and the
Appel | ees' various notions for sanctions, attorney's fees, and

costs are deni ed.
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